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DETAILED ACTION 
i> This action is in response to Applicant's request for continued examination. Claims 21 
and 30 have been amended. Claims 21*34 are presented for further examination. 

2> This is a non-final rejection. 

Response to Arguments 

3> 

I. Applicant's amendment does not patentably distinguish over the prior art. 

Applicant's amendment does not patentably distinguish over the prior art and 
Applicant's arguments are not persuasive for two reasons. 

A. New limitation merely directed towards intended use and does not affect the 
physical structure of the invention. 

It is noted that Applicant has amended the independent claims to recite that the VoIP 

is responsible to complete call establishment between the VoIP client and the selected 

termination PSTN gateway. In the remarks, Applicant further asserts that Voit's client "is 

[not] tasked with call connection responsibilities". Applicant cites several sections in Voit in 

an attempt to distinguish the claimed invention. In particular, Applicant asserts that Voit 

teaches a control object, separate from the client, that is responsible for establishment of the 

PSTN circuit. 

However, this cited functionality is not the same as the limitation claimed in 
Applicant's newly amended claim language. Completing call establishment (call connection 
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responsibility) is not the same as being responsible for establishing the end-to-end 
connections from the client to the destination (the functionality in Voit cited by Applicant). 
In fact, the portions cited in Voit are analogous the disclosure in Applicant's specification 
discussing that the PSTN gateway completely establishes end-to-end communications with 
the destination device [Applicant's specification, pg. 12 «lines 2i-25»]. 

In response to applicant's argument that Voit does not disclose "completing] call 
establishment between VoIP client and the selected termination PSTN gateway", this 
language merely is recitation of the intended use of the invention - that the VoIP client is 
intended to complete call establishment. A recitation of the intended use of the claimed 
invention must result in a structural difference between the claimed invention and the prior 
art in order to patentably distinguish the claimed invention from the prior art. If the prior 
art struct ure is capable of performing the intended use, then it meets the claim. 

Here, the structural recitation in the claim is that the address of the PSTN gateway is 
provided to the VoIP client, the client utilizing the address to connect to the gateway. The 
new limitation does nothing to further limit the invention in any structural way; so as long 
as a prior art reference discloses the structure of the claim (providing an address and 
connecting to that address), then the prior art reference is necessarily capable of performing 
the intended use (completing call establishment). 

Voit clearly discloses a VoIP client utilizing an IP address of the gateway (provided 
from a server) to initiate communications over the network [column 14 «lines 40-46»], That 
iSj the VoIP client is responsible for establishing a connection with the PSTN gateway (and 
the gateway is responsible for establishing the end-to-end connection with the destination) 



Application/Control Number: 10/046,356 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2152 

[column 18 «line 6o» to column 19 «line 24»]. Thus, Voit discloses providing a VoIP client 
with a network address of the selected termination PSTN gateway for the VoIP client to 
connect to the selected gateway to complete call establishment between the VoIP client and 
the selected gateway and to exchange voice data therewith [column 14 «lines i2-%46» | column 
18 «line 6o» to column 19 «line 24» | column 23 «lines i9-*34>> | column 26 «lines i-n»]. 

B. The new limitation is conventional and admitted prior art. 

In regards to the newly amended limitation, as discussed throughout Applicant's 
specification, a conventional client may "complete" a call by merely connecting to the 
routing server or PSTN gateway [Applicant's specification, pg. 2 «lines 2i-22» | pg. 3 «lines 
i8-i9»]. In fact, Applicant further discloses that the call completion functionality utilized by 
his client (to connect to the PSTN gateway) is done "in an otherwise conventional manner" 
(italics provided) [pg. 7 «lines i6-i7»]. The implication of Applicant's specification is that the 
newly amended limitation of completing] call establishment" is a well known and 
conventional function in the art. Thus, the limitation is merely a user utilizing a received 
address for connecting to the PSTN gateway which, as discussed in section A, supra, is 
disclosed in Voit. 

C. Conclusion 

Thus, for the foregoing reasons, Applicant's amendment does not patentably 
distinguish over the prior art references and Applicant's arguments are not persuasive. The 
rejection set forth in the previous action, filed 10.25.2005, are maintained. 
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4> The rejections set forth in the previous office action, filed 10.25.2005: 

a. Claims 21, 27, 28 and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Voit et al, U.S Patent No. 6.157.648 ["Voit"], in view of Scott et al, 
U.S Patent No. 6.760.324 ["Scott"]. 

b. Claim 22 and 31 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Voit and Scott, in further in view of Scott et al. U.S Patent No. 6.480.898 
["Scott( 2 )"]. 

c. Claims 23-26 and 32-34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Voit and Scott, in further in view of Pearce et al, U.S Patent No. 
6.704.406 ["Pearce'*]. 

5> The text of these sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can be 
found in a prior Office action, filed 10.25.2005 and are not repeated in this action. The new 
limitation of the amendment is addressed in paragraph 3, section A of this action, supra. 



Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 

a. Kelly, U.S Patent No. 6.347.08s . In particular, Kelly discloses a VoIP client 

receiving an IP address of a gateway from a server, the client utilizing the received IP 
address to connect to the gateway [column 12 «line I2» to column 13 «line 67»]. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Dohm Chankong whose telephone number is 571.272.3942. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday [7:30 AM to 4:30 PM]. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examinees 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on 571.272.3913. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information 
for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information 
about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 




